Sept. 2, 1899. ‘THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. [Vol 43.] 733 








iW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 
’ EsTABLIsHED 1858. : 
Capital ... om ite ave se one «- £400,000 
’ Debentures and Debenture Stock ... aie +» £201,380 
EVERSIONS BOUGHT. ag rep mane — 
u Proposal Forms and full information may be at fociety’s fe 
A w. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. _ 


*~MIDLAND RAILWAY BOTES. 
Within Shilling cab fare of Gray’s~inn, Inne 0; emp! ir; 
Wi DON, N.W. ‘ Law Courts, de. Bo fret: ce med Close to King’s 
MIDLAND GRAND 4053 Metropolitan Ry. Station, The New Venetian Rooms are 
‘Bt. Pancras Station). yaisadie for Publicand Private Dinners, Arbitration Meetings, &c.) 
FERPOOL ADELPHI Close to Central (Midland) Station. 
MID: Restaurant. 


ADFORD 
DS - 








Q 
BY ~ MIDLAND ° 
-ECAMBE MIDLAND Tennis . Golf. 
SHAM-—-HEYSHAM TOWER, nr MORECAMBE. Lovely Country. Golf. 
3 Tariffs on Application. Telegraphic Address ** Midotel.’’ 
elphi ‘* Turtle”” Soup forwarded from Adelphi Hotel, Livengeu, = quart jar 18s. ; 
nra . 


int jar, 9s. 6d. id. Speciality for 
POE Pint Jt WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 
[f OLDEST & WEALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANCE OFFICE. 


HE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 





SOCIETY, LIMITED. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
ity GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
' BonDs, MorTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
| INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 





AD OFFICE : 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS X 





In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LO88 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
HE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
4 24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 2 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


EGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
| SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 








FREE, 
SIMPLE, 





NDs - ° . - £3,000,000. INCOME - - - £390,000" 
RLY NEW BUSINESS - £1,000,000, BUSINESS IN FoRCE- £11,700,000° 


TRUSTEES. 

' The Right Hon. Lord Hatssury (Lord High Chan f ‘ 
' The nee Mr, Justice eel “ encainiaimaie 
| The Right Hon. Sir James Parker Deave, Q.C,, D.C.L. 

| Wiiiiam Wit11aMs, " 

' Ricuarp Peyninaton, Esq, 

; . <s DIRECTORS. 

D onour Judge. Mathew, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 
The Right Hon. Lora. Meek, A. Grant, og Dingess ). 
, on Right Hon. Sir James Parker, = The Right Hon. John W., Q.C., 


" vers, Edmund Henry, Esq. 
e Hon si Richard, 9,0. 
Ct 1 os x4 ’ q- Q. ° 
ich, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 
he Right Hon. Lord. 


ur J., 
Geo. Ed, 
phe Right 


VOL. XLIIL, No. 44. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER 2, 1899. 





*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 





Contents. 


Ce TIS iicsespicserinns Hestarssntheniinnnee 
Two CEnTuRiEs OF Ortetmat Law. ......coccorcescorssrcsssesesces-osees ceeee 00 
Tue Tirne Rent-CHarce (RATES) ACT, 1899 cecresccccecee wceeceeeerces 
i TID cbse tachai tiasdipeneninieiaisedtinnde ig tpicdibbevengeeviatinsee 
Woueprna Up Noriont,...cc.cc.cccccccceeeceesee ov 

AMERICUS TROTUIG a. <.c.c: ovens ohsceces gxnseede 

Posuic Generat Srateres. 





Cases Reported this Week. 
In the Solicitors’ Journal. , In the Weekly Reporter. 


Baron and Another v, Portslade Urban Bangor and North Wales Mutual Pro- 
District Council 0.0... 6:....06 sees eeeee 738 tection Association (Limited), In re., 695 

Estate of John Leonard (Deceased), Te | 
Re. Theobald v. Emily King (since 
pan ae g Francis King (since sp enansienibishapsoceaenie 
deceased), and Leonard William Prescrtt V. Le@ ...cescesesiee + vescenceeees 699 
TAO sneveenoreenessornsesrersiorsnereevneee 996 | Teaches, 06 Halli’ Mespital end 

James, Re. James v. Griffiths......... 738 | willisms v. MacDonald 7.2777" Sot 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue INcrDENTs this week in the Dreyrus case have been the 
discomfiture of M. Berrimton and the evidence of Captain 
Freystirrer. In the court-martial of 1894 M. Bertitton and 
his system appear to have had great—possibly determining 
weight. In the present it is possible that the judges may be 
able to discover some meaning in it, but to the world generally 
the system remains an unintelligible mystery. On the other 
hand the results at which M. Berritxon arrives in this very 
qnestionable manner have been contradicted by the evidence of 
real experts in handwriting—notably by M. Gosert, of the 
Bank of France. The appearance of Captain Freysritrer to 
give the history of the secret communication of documents to 
the court-martial of 1894 has been perhaps the most 
striking incident in the present trial. Oolonel Mavnret, 
the president of the earlier court-martial, had been, not 
improperly, allowed to impose his own limits on how 
much or how little he should say, but it was assumed 
that what he did say would be the truth. Upon the 
essential point of the communicating of secret documents none 
of the correspondents, as far as we are aware, doubt that he fell 
short of his duty and that Captain Freysrirrer is the witness of 
truth. Whether the documents had much or little influence on 
the court, it is now clear that they were presented in a way— 
to put it mildly—grossly unfair to the prisoner. The result so 
far is that the proceedings of the court-martial of 1894 are dis- 
credited, that the handwriting evidence is out of court, and that 
no evidence of any other kind has been adduced to prove the 
guilt of Captain Dreyrus. Moreover, the fiction of the con- 
fession has been exploded. But while all this is clear enough 
at a distance, no one can answer for the minds of the military 


judges. 


A ciRcuLAR (which will be found elsewhere) has been issued 
by the Local Government Board to the overseers of the poor 
calling attention to the provisions of the Tithe Rent-Charge 
(Rates) Act, 1899, and pointing out the appropriate procedure 
for putting the Act into operation. The principle of the Act is 
to apply to the owner of tithe rent-charge attached to a benefice 
the exemption in respect of rates which exists in favour of 
occupiers of agricultural land under the Agricultural Rates Act, 
1896, It is to be noticed that the new exemption only applies in 
the case of tithe rent-charge attached to a benefice—a definition 
of the term “‘ benefice” is given in the Act—and, further, that 
“tithe rent-charge” has the same meaning as in the Tithe 








Act, 1891; consequently the exemption applies only where 
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there is a tithe rent-charge issuing out of lands and payable 
in pursuance of the Tithe Acts, and not to the case of a 
rent-charge payable under the Extraordinary Tithe Act, 1886, or 
to tithes on pasture or sums payable for cattle turned on common 
Jand. As under the Agricultural Rates Act, moreover, the 
exemption does not apply in cases, such as that of a rate under 
the Lighting and Watching Act, 1833, wherethe owner of the tithe 
rent-charge is already liable, as compared with the occupier of 
buildings, to pay in the proportion of one-half or less than one- 
half of the rate. In order to prevent the deficit caused by the 
exemption from falling directly upon other ratepayers, it is 
provided that the remitted half of the rates on tithe rent-charge 
shall be paid, on demand by the rate-collector on the surveyor of 
taxes for the district, by the Inland Revenue Commissioners out 
of the estate duty grant. The exemption applies only to rates 
made after the 15th inst., and is limited to the continuance of 
the Agricultural Rates Act, 1894—that is, to tho period of five 
yeara from the 3lst of March, 1897. The circular deals in 
detail with the changes in the mode of demand and in the 
keeping of the rate-books which are required to give effect to 
the exemption. 





Tue Decision of Byrnz, J, in Santley v. Wilde upon which we 
commented some time ago (ante, p. 254), has been reversed on 
appeal. The case is important as to ‘‘clogging the equity of 
redemption.” The plaintiff was underlessee of a theatre with an 
option to purchase the leasehold reversion for £2,000. Desiring 
to exercise this option, she borrowed £2,000 of the defendant 
upon the security of a mortgage of the lease. The £2,000 was 
to be repaid by twenty equal quarterly payments of £100 each. 
The defendant, not being fully satisfied with the security, stipu- 
lated that, in addition tointerest on his money, he should have one- 
third of the clear net profit rents obtained by the plaintiff from 
her under-tenants as and when the same were received by her, 
and notwithstanding that all principal and interest might have 
been paid. Ifthis arrgngement were carried out the whole of the 
principal would be repaid by 1900, while the share of the rents 
would continue to be paid until the expiration of the term in 
1905. Anaction having been brought by the plaintiff to redeem 
on payment only of principal, interest, and coste, Byrnez, J., 
decided in her favour, holding that the covenant for payment of 
one-third of the profit rents was void as an illegal clog of the 
equity of redemption. The Court of Appeal has now reversed 
this decision, and has held that the case comes within the prin- 
ciple of Biggs v. Hoddinott (47 W. R. 84; 1898, 2 Ch. 307), 
where effect was given to a stipulation by the mortgagee of a 
public-house that during the continuance of the security the 
public-house should be tied to the mortgagee’s brewing business. 
As the Master of the Rolls put it, a mortgage is a security for 
the payment of a debt or the performance of an obligation, and 
aby provision preventing redemption on payment of the debt or 
performance of the obligation is an illegal clog or fetter on the 
equity of redemption ; but the debt or obligation itself, the pay- 
ment or performance of which is to be secured, whatever its 
nature or amount, is not such a clog or fetter. Here the 
payment of the one-third of the profit rents was simply 
part of the obligation whose performance was secured by 
the mortgage, and was a thing for which in the cir- 
cumstances the. mortgagee might quite reasonably stipulate. 
No fraud, oppression, overreaching, or undue influence 
by the defendant was alleged; and therefore the bargain 
made between the parties was perfectly valid and enforce- 
able. That the case was a difficult one is clearly shewn by 
the remark of Romer, L.J., that, although he thought the 
decision of Byrnz, J., could not stand, yet he could well under- 
stand how he, as a judge of first instance, should have felt 
himself bound to come to the conclusion he did. 


Ix rue casz of Re Neil Mackenzie the Court of Appeal reversed 
the decision of the Divisional Court (anéz, p. 589), and sanctioned 
the payment by the sheriff of the landlord’s claim for rent out 
of the proceeds of sale in his hands under an execution, notwith- 
standing that at the time of payment he had notice of an act of 
Goods of the 


bankruptcy by the tenant and execution debtor. 





debtor were taken in execution under a writ of fi. fa. on the 
19th of August, 1898, and sold on the 14th of September. On 
the 16th of September the sheriff had notice of an act of 
bankruptcy committed by the debtor, and on the 6th of October 
he received notice of the landlord’s claim for a quarter’s rent, 
On the 12th of October he had notice that a receiving order had 
been made against the debtor. He still had the proceeds of 
sale in his hands, and on the 22nd of October he paid the 
landlord his rent, and handed the balance over to the official 
receiver. The official receiver disputed the right of the 
sheriff to pay the rent, and both the county court 
judge and the Divisional Court (Waricur and Bicnax, JJ.) 
held that the payment was not justified, and that the 
sheriff must refund the amount personally. Theo matter is 
complicated by the diverse considerations dependent on the 
execution and the bankruptcy. The procedure under each set 
of circumstances separately is well established, but the difficulty 
is to discover exactly how the sheriff's well-recognized course 
upon an execution is affected by the occurrence of the bank. 
ruptcy. As soon as the goods are taken in execution they are 
in custodia legis, and are privileged from distress; so that, 
apart from statute, the execution would quite defeat the land- 
lord’s rights. Under 8 Anne, ec. 14, s. 1, however, the landlord 
has a year’s arrears of rent guaranteed to him, and till these 
have been paid the goods cannot be removed under the execution, 
The proper course under the statute is for the sheriff to apply 
to the execution creditor for the amount necessary to satisfy 
the landlord. If the creditor provides it, the sheriff pays the 
landlord and proceeds with the execution. If the creditor fails 
to provide it, the sheriff is not bound to proceed further with 
the execution, but may return ‘‘ nulla bona” and withdraw: see 
judgment of Lorp Esner, M.R., in Thomas v. Mirehouse (19 
Q. B. D., p. 566). But though this is the strict course to be 
adopted by the sheriff under the statute, yet in practice he is 
accustomed to sell the goods without recourse to the creditor and 
then pay the landlord out for the proceeds of sale; and the 
propriety of this course has been recognized by decisions under 
which, in the case of an irregular sale of this kind, the landlord 
is not confined to his remedy against the sheriff for wrongfully 
selling, but is allowed a direct lien upon the proceeds of sale ; so 
that as long as such proceeds remain iu the shoriff’s hands the 
landlord can obtain an order for payment out of then (Arnilt 
v. Garnett, 3 B. & A. 440), even though the sheriff has no notice 
of his claim till after the sale’ ( Yates v. Ratledge, 5 H. & N. 
249). 





In THE CASE Of an execution there is thus a statutory pro- - 


cedure to be adopted by the sheriff, and, alternatively, a pro- 
cedure analogous to that under the statute, and designed to 
secure to the landlord more completely the benefit of the 
statute. To turn to the caso of bankruptcy, this differs from 
execution in that the bankrupt’s goods are not thereby put m 
custodia legis, and the landlord’s right to distrain is not interfored 
with, save that only six months’ arrears accrued due prior to 
the order of adjudication can be recovered under it. What, 
then, should be the result when there is an execution followed 
by a bankruptcy? Primd facie the matter is governed by 
section 11 (2) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, under which the 
sheriff, when he has sold goods taken in execution, is to retain 
the balance of the proceeds of sale after payment of his 
expenses for fourteen eg and, if bankruptcy supervenes, is to 
pay the balance over to the official receiver. But it wo 

obviously be a hardship to make this enactment conclusive of 
the rights of the landlord. Under the bankruptcy by itself the 
landlord does not lose his right of distress ; under the execution 
he does lose it, but he is compensated by the statutory lien on 
the goods described above. The addition of the bankruptcy t 
the execution ought not to deprive the landlord of his claim and 
put the official receiver in a better positionthan if there were n0 
execution. The Divisional Court appear to have thought that 
the bankruptcy would have no such effect provided the sheriff 
had notice of the landlord’s claim before he sold, but that 
if the sale took place before notice, then the landlord's 
statutory right did not arise, and the proceeds were pay- 
able under the Act of 1890 to the official receiver. The 
Court of Appeal (Lixptzy, M.R., Jeune, P., and Romer, LJ.), 
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however, have given greater effect to the practice founded on 
the statute of Anne which has been judicially recognized, and 
under which the landlord has a lien on the proceeds of sale, 
even though the sheriff sells before notice of the landlord’s 
daim. This is a specific right allowed to the landlord in exten- 
sion of his right under the statute, and it is not taken away by 
the general provision as to payment of the proceeds of execution 
to the official receiver which is contained in the Act of 1890. 
The decision will considerably simplify the course to be pursued 
by the sheriff upon an execution. As long as he has the pro- 
ceeds of sale in his hands he must satisfy any claim of the land- 
lord of which he receives notice, and he need not concern himself 
with any question of priority as between the various dates of 
the notices of the landlord’s claim, and of the bankruptcy, and 
of the actual sale. 





M. Brrri.ion’s evidence before the Rennes court-martial last 
week, following as it did so closely on his equally inconclusive 
appearance before the Cour de Cassation some months ago, bids 
fair to eclipse his real claims to eminence. He may not be an 
expert in handwriting of the school of Cuaxnor or, for that 
matter, of M. Goszrt; but he is the author of a system of 
identification of criminals of which most civilized countries have 
reaped the benefit. The idea is to take the measurements of 
certain crucial points in the human body of a more or less’ 
invariable character, with photographs of profile and full face, 
and to classify these in such a manner as to lead to almost 
instantaneous identification. It may be worth while to describe 
M. Berrriion’s scheme in his own language—translated from the 
Revue Politique et Litteraire of the 28th of April, 1883 (and see 
Ellis’s “‘ The Criminal’’ at pp. 277-8): ‘“‘ Suppose we have 80,060 
photographs. They are first divided according to the sex—the 
men on one side, the women on the other. These latter do not 
reach 20,000. The 60,000 men who remain are divided into 
three classes according to height—the short number about 
20,000; the middle-sized, 20,000; the tall, 20,000. Each of 
these divisions is divided into three series according to the 
length of head. These new divisions, to the number of 
nine, contain rather more than 6,000 each. ach of 
these sub-divisions is then divided into three groups accord- 
ing to length of the foot, each group containing about 
2,000 photographs. Each of these groups is again sub- 
divided into three, according to length of outstretched arms. 
Each of theew groups contains about 600, and they are 
further sub-divided with reference to age, colour of eyes, 
and length of middle finger. Thus by means of four new 
anthropological characters (sex, height, age, and colour of eyes 
have long been noted) 80,000 photographs can be easily divided 
into groups of fifty. The measurements can be taken in two or 
three minutes, and require no special intelligence. When an 
individual stands as regards height at the border of two classes, 
he is put into both.” We have, in England, paid to this 
system the flattery of imitating it. 


TWO CENTURIES OF CRIMINAL LAW. 
lV. 


Tur Crown does not reply upon an undefended prisoner, so 
after the proceedings in Spencer Cowrer’s case already narrated, 
nothing remained but the summiog-up. The utility of this 
effort must always vary according to the capacity of the judge; 
it may be a work of art imperceptibly clearing the minds of the 
jury, guiding them gently amid the crose-currents of the circum- 
stances, and leading them unconsciously on to the heights of its 
great argument. Or it may be a series of disconnected snatches 
atthe depositions, r¢flected from the impressions and idiosyn- 
crasies of the speaker without balance and without ballast; an 
loactive intellect naturally, without being in the least tainted by 
seetiality or indifference to justics, ignores what does not make 
orthe view itis slowly and painfully evolving—it does not 
Wrestle with it, it ignores it; it is simply the law of its being 
that it does not see the materiality of what disturbs its mental 
Tepese because it does not look for it. Harseut has often been 


and simple and genuinely incapable of weighing the evidence. 
What direction could the jury take from passages like these? 
‘‘Gentlemen of the jury, you have heard a very long evidence. 
I am sure that you cannot expect that I should sum it up fally, 
but I will take notice of some things to you that I think are 
most material, and if I omit anything that is material I would desire 
Mr. Jones (that is, counsel for the king) and Mr. Cowper to put me 
in mind of it.” 

‘‘You have heard also what the doctors and surgeons said on 
the one side and the other concerning the swimming and 
sinking of dead bodies in the water ; but I can find no certainty 
in it; acd I leave it to your consideration. . . . The 
doctors and surgeons have talked a great deal to this purpose, 
and of the water’s going into the lungs or the thorax; but 
unless you have more skill in anatomy than I, you would not 
be much edified by it. I acknowledge I never studied anatomy ; 
but I perceive that the doctors do differ in their notions about 
these things.” 

He concluded thus: ‘‘I am sensible I have omitted many 
things; but I am a little faint, and cannot repeat any more of 
the evidence.” 

The functions of a summing-up have been discussed in recent 
years, and there are signs that this feature in a trial is not 
growing in popularity. It has been abolished in Franc> and in 
some American States. 

The jury were out for half an hour. The ancient rigour of 
the law with regard to juries till they made up their minds in 
caees of felony or treason is well known, if only from the 
instance at the trial of the Seven Bishops. One judge of assize 
took a jury along with him in a cart to the borders of the 
county in the hope that they would have time to find a verdict 
before he left the county, and there discharged them. Even 
now in cases of murder, treason, or treason felony, the jurors 
must not separate, but. since 1897 in any other case of felony 
the court has a discretion to let them go. 

In 1699 it was still open to a private prosecutor 
to appeal from the acquittal of a jury in murder, and 
Mrs. Srovr tried hard to avail herself of this vexatious 
and barbarous proceeding, which was a relic of private 
warfare, and was actually all but determined, as late 
as 1631, by battle. She failed, however, to obtain a writ. This 
disgrace to our jurisprudence was not formally swept away till 
1819. Forfeiture, too, of a convicted felon’s property was 
finally abolished in 1870. 

It is common knowledge that at the present moment a court 
of criminal appeal is loudly demanded by some reformers. 
Since 1848 criminal courts have been enabled to reserve a point 
of law for the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases 
Reserved, in which at least five judges must sit (11 & 12 Vict. e. 
78). Where a substantial mistake has been made in law or 
fact, sometimes redress is only possible by a writ of error 
returnable in the Queen’s Bench Division, 

There is no need of minute recapitulation. Obviously the 
general appearance of a criminal trial is much the same now as 
it was two hundred yearsago. There are, indeed, no counsel for 
the defence, and by the subtraction of an important element, the 
procedure to that extent is simplified. This, though a sub- 
stantial difference, is not felt so severely as it would be to-day, 
when the law of evidence is much more developed and compli- 
cated, and the progress of the hearing is much more frequently 
impeded by forensic contentions as to what shall and what shall 
not be admitted. In this respect comparatively rough and 
ready methods have given way to rigid rules, and the same may 
be said as to the regulation of examination, cross-examination, 

&c. In fact, procedure has bec>me stricter all round. 

The judge, in theory and practice, plays the same part as ever ; 

perhaps in practice he leans a trifle more towards the prisoner 

at the bar, or rather, a little less away from him, as the result 
of the general softening of manners and the increased humanity 

of society in the last two centuries. On the other hand, the 
judge’s burden is practically much diminished by the knowledge 

that the prisoner is represented by an advocate. Another con- 

cession to persons in custody is the help given them by the 

police in procuring witnesses they wish to call. 

Oae change, however, of very recent date has revolutionised 





described as a stupid judge ; ho rather seems to have been naive 


the whole course of a criminal inquisition. The Act of last year 
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is, as is well known, a chief landmark in our legal history. It 
may, perhaps, be too early to appreciate its effect nicely, though 
an intelligent observer cannot fail to see which way things are 
tending. But any complete narrative of the growth of our 
criminal law must always be divided by the era when the 
prisoner’s mouth was first opened. 

But in one substantive particular there has been no improve- 
ment in our system, and that is in the fundamental incident 
of acircuit. The delays in trying prisoners at assizes—bailed 
or unbailed—is a scandal, under discussion, as it happens, at 
the present moment. In Srzncer Cowrsr’s day the judges 
only went circuit twice a year, now they go three or even four 
times ; but, with this exception, our circuit arrangements are 
much the same as they were then. He, as we have seen, was 
kept in prison over two months awaiting trial, but in his day 
there were no railways, no telegraphs, bad roads, a rudimentary 
postal service, and a population more tolerant of abuses. But 
even in his day his incarceration was regarded as one of his 
grievances. What, then, is to be said of the even greater hard- 
ships of this nature today? The answer is the prevailing con- 
troversy. 

One suggestion towards a solution may, perhaps, be hazarded. 
It may be worth considering whether in some places a judge of 
assize could not attend at short notice whenever there were, say, 
ten or twelve prisoners ready for trial. In many towns this 
would prevent existing scandals, and would not derange work 
in London more than the present system does. Greater 
indulgence, indeed, in granting bail has been one of the 
modern marks of improvement, and some mitigation of the 
greatest evil of the circuit system, but some judges have very 
recently pointed out that justices and magistrates might well 
carry this tendency even further. On the whole, what is knowa 
as Sir Harry Potann’s scheme, the substance of which is the 
establishment of a permanent county criminal court with regular 
sittings, like the Central Criminal Court, whither “ red” judges 
would come, if and when they were wanted, is the first favourite 
with reformers. ° 

With this exception, the evolution of our criminal institu- 
tions has been in harmony with and typical of our civilisation 
generally ; it has conserved what is still useful and flourishing 
and discarded what was repugnant to the times, with the result 
that there has been steady progress in favorem vite et libertatis. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re THE ESTATE OF JOHN LEONARD (DECEASED). THEOBALD +. 


EMILY KING (SINCE DECEASED), JOSEPH FRANCIS KING (sINCE 


DECEASED), AND LEONARD WILLIAM KING. 30th August. 


Pracrice—Jvzispicriox or Covut to Recriry Orper—Orver as Drawn | 


vp Dirrenrsc rrom Crerriricate. 
This case raised a question as to the power of the court to vary its own 


order. 
the proceedings as surviving executor of Thoma; Willoughby Ernest 


Harvey, deceased, that the restraint of Master Lionel Clarke of the 10th of | 


August, 1899, on the funds in court to the ledg-r credit Re John Leonard’s 
Estate, Theobald ¥. King (1877, L. No. 55) might te continued over the 
vacation. In ev 
the estate of the late John Leonard an inquiry was orde 
what encumbrances affected the respective one equ2] third parts or 
shares to which the defendant L. W. King and his two brothers 
W. F. and A. C. King (having liberty to attend) were entitled in the 
freehold and leasehold estates of the testator. The inquiry was made, and 
the chief clerk’s certificate filed the 6th of August, 1898, it appeared 
the applicant U. Lear, as executor of the will of T. W. E. Harvey, 

was enti to £400 jointly and severally charged upon the said shares, 
On the 15th of August, 1898, an order was made for payment out of court 
of the proceeds of the sale of the said estate and the removal of the reepec- 
tive purcha’ers’ restraints upon the fund in court. By a common mistake 
the order ouly made provision for payment to the applicant of £113 6s. 8d., 
being a third pert of the said sum of £400, out of each share of the defend- 
ant L. W. King aud W. F. and A. C. King. The question was whether 
the order carried out the chief clerk’s certficate. Ord. 28, r. 11, shewed that 
wherethere wasanaxcidental mistake or omiesion the order might berectified. 
[Cozexs-Hanvy, J., said that if the order did not follow the certificate it 
‘was 4 ground of appeal.] It was nota ground of appeal where the error 
was due to a common mistake. The court possessed an inherent jurisdic- 
tiom tw correct mictakes in ite orders: Mullins v. Howell (11 Ch. D. 763), 
In re Bwire (338 W. RK. 785, 20 Ch. D. 229). It was true that the chief 


erk’s certificate was not an order of the court, but it was a finding. 





There had practically been a mistake in drawing up the order. It did not 
carry out the intention of the court. The restraint on the funds in 
court ought, therefore, to be continued over the Long Vacation, when 
the case would come before Kekewich, J. 

Cozsns-Harpy, J., said that he should assume the facts which had been 
stated in support of the motion, but he wished it to be clearly understood 
that he gave no decision as to such facts, but merely assumed that they 
were true for the purpose of giving a decision upon an abstract proposition 
of law. It was said that the order was wrong because it did not carry out 
the chief clerk’s certificate in a way which satisfied the plaintiff’s charge. 
But there were two answers, if not more, tothe objection. In the first 
place, although he did not decide it, he was disposed to think the order wasa 
consent order. } The words ‘‘ by consent,”’ it was true, only appeared in the 
first part of the order, but he thought that that was the general way of draw. 
ing up a consent order, and that the words ‘‘ by consent’ applied to the 
whole order and not merely to the clause in which they occurred. But, 
assuming that it was not a consent order, it was not a clerical or accidental 
mistake. There was a deliberate statement in the order of the court that 
the money should be paid out to a certain person. If that statement were 
wrong, it could only be set right by the Court of Appeal. He disclaimed 
any jurisdiction to vary the order of the 15th day of August, 1898, ina 
manner in which it could only be varied by the Court of Appeal. As the 
order could not be varied, it was useless to continue the restraint. Motion 
dismissed.—Counset, Wheeler, Q.C., and Hawtin ; Everitt, Q.C., and 2. Phill. 
potts. Soxtcrrors, J. T. Theobald ; Mear § Fowler. 

[Reported by J. E. Aupous, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re JAMES. JAMES v. GRIFFITHS. 30:h August. 


Practice — ATTACHMENT roR NoN-PAYMENT INTO Court In OoMmPLIAnce 
with Orper—Far.ure To Transmit Lopcment ScuHepuLe To Orrice or 
PayMASTER-GENERAL—F REsn PRocegDINGs. 


Tois was an application for directions in the followiag circumstances, 
On the 23rd ult. an order was made for leave to issue a writ of attachment 
against the defendant for non-compliance with an order, dated the 5th of 
August, 1899, directing him to pay into court the sum of £1,274 within 
four days after service. In the course of drawing up the order for issue of 
the writ of attachment it appeared that, on application for certificate of 
non-payment at the office of the Paymaster-General, objection was raised 
on the ground that no lodgment schedule had been transmitted to that 
office in accordance with the Rules of Court. The order directing the 
payment into court had been drawn up in the chambers of the judge 
to whoze court the cause was attached by the officials there, and 
had been signed by the master, but had been drawn up in writing 
instead of being printed, and without a lodgment schedule. The 
order had been entered at the seat of the registrar. In support 
of the application the following rules were referred to: Ord. 55, r. 74, 
ord. 63, r. 16, and ord. 70, r. 1, and the Supreme Court Funds Rules 
of 1894, rr. 5, 23, 27, and 31, and it was suggested that the difficulty 





It was a motion upon behalf of Upperton Lear, a person attending | 


ort of the motion it was said that by an order for eale of | 
red as to} 


might be overcome by the master signing a lodgment schedule similar to 
| that in use under rule 5 of the Funds Rules in the case of purchase-moneys 
| and receivers’ balances, upon which it was ascertained that the Paymaster- 
| General would act, or by having the order of the 5th of August now printed 
; and re-served. The defendant did not appear. 
| Cozens-Harpy, J., directed that, inasmuch as the matter was one 
affecting the liberty of the subject, and as the defendant could not have 
| complied with the order as it stood, the proper course was to obtain 
| another four-day order on a fresh summons to pay into court the amount 
| in his hands and re-serve it, and directed that course to be followed 
| accordingly.—CownseL, Woodfin. Soxscrron, J. B. Somerville. 
[Reported by J. E. ALpovs, Barrister-at-Law. 





| CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
BARON AND ANOTHER v. PORTSLADE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


Mathew, J. 29th July. 
Pusitic Hearra—Sewers—Cieansinc—Necwect or Loca, Avurnoritry 10 
CivaNsk—Damacy Resurtine rrom such Neciect—Liantiuiry ov Local 
Actnoniry —Puntic Hearn Act, 1875 (38 & 89 Vier. c. 55), ss. 15, 1, 


299. 

Further contideration of an action tried by Mathew, J., with a jury, at 
the assizes at Lewes. The plaintiffs were occupiers of certain premires, 
consisting of a dwelling-house and land, used for agricultural purposes at 
Portslade, and the defendants were the local authority for the district. 
The action was brought to recover damazes in respect of a nuisance on the 
plaintiffs’ land, caused, as they alleged, by the negligence of the defend- 
ants, as the local authority, in not properly cleansing an open sewer 
belonging to and vested in the defendants, The sewer in question, which 
was an open sewer, had not been properly cleansed lay the defendants, and 
in consequence large quantities of sewage were thrown upon the plaintiffs’ 
land, an moms became a nuigance and injurious to the plaintiffs’ land. 
It was admitted at the trial that the defendants had been guilty of 4 
breach of a statutory duty in not keeping the sewer ged cleansed as 
required by section 19 of the Public Health Act, 1875, but it was con- 
tended that there was no other remedy in eg of such neglect than an 
application under section 299 of the het to the Local Government Board. 

he question of damages was left to the jury, who found for the plaintiffs 
for £75; and the question of the liability of the defendants in point of 
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Jaw was reserved for further consideration. The Public Health Act, 1875 
(88 & 39 Vict. c. 55), provides: Section 15. ‘* Every local authority shall 
keep in repair all sewers belonging to them, and shall cause to be made 
oa4 sewers as may be necessary for effectually draining their district for 
the purposes of this Act’’; section 19. ‘‘ Every local authority shall cause 
the sewers belonging to them to be constructed, covered, ventilated, and 
kept so as not to be a nuisance or injurious to health, and to be properly 
cleansed and emptied ’’ ; section 299. ‘‘ Where complaint is made to the 
Local Government Board that a local authority has made default in pro- 
viding their district with sufficient sewers, or in the maintenance of existing 
sewers or that a local authority has made default in enforcing 
any provisions of this Act which it is their duty to enforce, the Local 
Government Board, if satisfied, after due inquiry, that the autbority has 
been guilty of the alleged default, shall make an order limiting a time 
for the performance of their duty in the matter of such complaint. 
If such daty is not performed by the time limited in the order, 
such order may be enforced by writ of mandamus, or the Local 
Government Board may appoint some person to perform such duty, &c.” 
For the plaintiffs it was contended that as the sewer was vested in the 
defendants the duty of cleansing and emptying the sewer was imposed 
upon the defendants, and as it was admitted that there was a breach of 
this duty the defendants were liable at law in an action for damages for 
injuries caused by the breach of this duty: Hammond v. Vestry of St. 
Pancras (L. R. 9 C. P. 316), followed by North, J., in Bateman v. Poplar 
District Board of Works (36 W. R. 501, 37 Ch. D. 272). It was also 
contended that the remedy was not by an application to the Local 
Government Board under section 299, and that this latter section was 
correlative not to section 19, but to section 15: Robinson v. Workington 
Corporation (45 W. R. 453; [1897], 1 Q. B. 619); Peebles v. Oswaldtwistle 
Urban District Council (45 W. R. 454; [1897], 1 Q. B. 625). For the 
defendants it was contended that the duty imposed on the defendants 
was a statutory duty and was two-fold—namely, to provide sufficient 
sewers for their district, and then to keep them in repair and cleanse them 
so as not to be a nuisance. In such a case no action lies, but the remedy 
for any breach of these statutory duties would be by an application to the 
Local Government Board under section 299 of the Act: inson Vv. Work- 
ington Corporation and Peebles v. Oswaldtwistle Urban District Council. 
Marurw, J.—In this case there was abundant evidence at the trial of 
negligence. Before the present local authority was constituted the 
former one had, in the first instance, made an arrangement with the 
plaintiffs that the sewer in question, which was an open sewer, should be 
cleansed by the plaintiffs, and that a payment should be made in respect 
of that. When the transfer took place an alteration had been made by the 
local authority, and they had taken the duty of cleansing this sewer upon 
themselves. When the new authority was constituted the sewer was the 
same as it had been, and if properly cleansed it was an adequate sewer for 
the requirements of the locality. For some reason or other, although the 
attention of the local authority was called to the condition of this open 
sewer and to the fact that it was a nuisance, nothing was done in time, 
and months were allowed to pass by, while considerable damage was done 
by reason of the neglect of the local authority. Then there was cleansing 
of the sewer, and the sewer was eet right by the local authority, but it was 
so ect right after injury had been inflicted on the plaintiffs. In these 
circumstances it is said that there is no cause of action against the local 
authority, and reféfnce was made to section 19 of the Pablic Health Act, 
875. The state of things contemplated by that section is a sufficient 
sewer snd an obligation to keep that sewer in working order. But it is 
said that there is no right of action if we look at the other sections of 
the statute, and that the proper remedy was to proceed by application 
to the Local Government Board under section 299 to obtain an order for 
the cleansing of the sewer. I am satisfied that the Act of Parliament, 
when it is looked at, never contemplated anything of the sort. I think 
section 299 is to be read with section 15, which provides that ‘' Every 
local authority shall keep in repair all sewers belonging to them, and shall 
cause to be made such sewers as may be necessary for effectually draining 
their district for the purposes of this Act.”” How has that object to be 
secured? We come to section 299, which says that ‘‘ Where complaint is 
made to the Local Government Board that a local authority has made 
default in providing their district with sufficient sewers or in the main- 
tenance of existing sewers, or that a local authority has made default in 
enforcing any provisions of this Act which it is their duty to enforce, the 
Local Government Board, if satisfied, after due inquiry, that the authority 
has been guilty of the alleged default, shall make an order limiting a time 
for the performance of their duty in the matter of such complaiat.’’ What 
does that refer to? It clearly refers to the caSe where the existing sewers 
are ineufficient and where it is necessary that further provision should be 
made. That has no —s whatever upon a case like the present where 
the sewer is sufficient and all the injury that has been done is the result of 
the neglect of the local authority. This construction of the Act seems 
to be borne out by the cases referred to of Hammond v. Vestry of St. Pancras, 
where the necessity of reasonable care and diligence on the part of 
the local authority was pointed out, and of Bateman v. Poplar 
District Board of Works, where the same point presented itself in the same 
way, and of the two very important cases of Redinson v. Workington 
Corporation and Peebles vy. Oswaldtwistle Urban District Council. None of 
these cases is any authority for the contention of the defendants in this 
present case that the exclusive remedy for failure on their = to discharge 
their statutory duty under section 19 was by an application to the Locsl 
Government Board under section 299. When we look at section 299 it is 
clear that it does not apply to the case of cleansing a sewer. Mr. 
Macmorran relied on the word ‘‘ maintenance” in the section, where it 
Says ‘for in the maintenance of existing sewers,’ and he argued that 
here there was an existing sewer which was not maintained because it was 


not cleansed. Maintenance does not seem to me to be equivalent to cleans- 
ing, and that construction therefore cannot be Then the further 
argument depends on the point previously made, that where there was a 
remedy pointed out by the Act, that remedy must be followed ; but the 
remedy pointed out by the Act is not applicable to this case. 1 I 
come to the conclusion that the plain have established their case, and 
that the defendants have no answer in law to the judgment ately gma 
them, and therefore that judgment must stand with costs here and else- 
where. Judgment for the plaintiffs.—Covnset, Witt, Q.C., and Sinclair 
Cox ; Macmorran, Q.C., and Thorn Drury. Souicrrors, Rodgers § Gilbert ; 
C. R. Sawyer § Ellis, for J. C. Buckwell, Brighton. 
(Reported by Sir Suzxstow Baxex, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.1! 








THE TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATES) ACT, 1899. 


Tue following circular has been addressed from the Local Government 
Board to the overseers of the poor: 


Local Government Board, Whitehall, 8. W., 
25th August, 1899. 

Gentlemen,—I am directed by the Local Government Board to draw 
your attention to the provisions of the Tithe Rent-charge (Rates) Act, 1899 
(62 & 63 Vict. c. 17), which received the Royal Assent on the Ist inst. 

Under section 1 of the Act the owner of tithe rent-charge attached to a 
benefice will be liable to pay only half the amount of any rate to which the 
Act applies, and which is assessed on him as owner of the tithe rent-charge. 
The remai half of the rate will, on demand being made by the 
collector of the rate on the surveyor of taxes for the district, be paid to the 
collector by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue ’ 

The Act applies to ents in lieu of tithe in the same way as to tithe 
rent-charge, and the fol owing observations will be understood as referring 
to payments of this kind as well as to tithe rent-charge. 

It will not apply to any rate made before the 16th of September next, 
and will only be applicable to rates made during the continuance of the 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1896 (section 4). 

It is important to observe that the Act only sro where the tithe 
rent-charge is attached toa benefice. The term “ banefice,’’ as defined 
in the Act, includes all rectories with cure of souls, vicarages, Pe 2s 
curacies, endowed public chapels and parochial chapelries, and lries 
or districts belonging or up monn to belong, or annexed or reputed to be 
annexed, to any church or chapel, and districts formed for ecclesiastical 
purposes by virtue of statutory authority, and also benefices in the 
patronage of the Crown or of the Duchy of Cornwall. In the case of 
tithe rent-charge not attached to a benefice, the owner will be liable to 
pay rates upon the rent- in the same manner and to the same extent 
as heretofore, and the Act will ia no way relieve him of his liability. 

It is to be observed, too, that the Act will not extend to all forms of 
tithe rent-ch attached to a benefice. The expression “ tithe rent- 
charge’’ as used in the Act means tithe rent-charge issuing out of lands 
and payable in pursuance of the Tithe Acts, including any rent-charge 
into which a corn-rent has been converted under the Tithe Act, 1860, and 
which is subject to the like incidents as the tithe rent-charge before 
mentioned. ‘The partial exemption conferred on the owner of tithe rent- 
charge by the Act will not, however, apply toa rent-charge payable under 
the Extraordinary Tithe Redemption Act, 1886, nor to a rent-charge 
payable under the Tithe Act, 1860, in t of the tithes on any gated 
or etinted pasture, nor toa sum or rate payable for each head of cattleorstock 
turned on land subject to common rights or held or enjoyed in common. 

The rates to which the Act applies include all rates except those for the 
purposes of which the owner of tithe rent-charge, as com with the 
occupier of buildings, is liable to be assessed or to pay in the proportion of 
one-half or less than one-half—as, for instance, a rate levied under the 
Lighting and Watching Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 90), or a ceparate 
rate levied to meet the pt of a rural district council for special 
expenses. An owner of tithe rent-charge, whether attached to a benefice 
or not, will continue to pay these rates in the same manner and to the same 
extent as at present. 

In order to carry the Act into effect it will be necessary for the collector 
of rates to serve separate demands upon the owner of the tithe rent-charge 
and upon the surveyor of taxes for separate of the rate, and 
it appears to the board that some variation should be made in the entries 
in the rate-book and in the demand notes and =e. 

The mode of assessing the tithe rent- to which the Act applies is 
not affected by the Act. The owner will liable, as hitherto, to be 
assessed at the full rate in the pound on the full rateable value. But the 
board think that, in the column of the rate-book headed ‘‘ Description of 
Property,”” the name of the benefice to which the tithe rent-charge is 
attached should be shewn. ‘ 

In the collection columns of the rate-book it will be necessary to dis- 
tinguish between the amounts payable by the owner and by the com- 
mis:ioners. Thus, in the column headed “* Total Amount to be Collected ” 
two amounts should be entered—viz., (#) the half of the rate payable by 


the owner of the tithe rent-charge, er with any arrears due from him 
on one line, and (4) the half by the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue on another line below. To these entries footnotes should be 


added in order to shew that the respective ‘entries relate to («) amount 

ble by the owner of the tithe-rent change ; (4) amount payable by the 
missioners of Inland Revenue. 

It will be advisable that the entry of any assessment of tithe rent- 

charge to which the Act ea should be made at the end of the rate- 








book, immediately after all other assessments, The assessment should 
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bear a = number, and not be grouped with other assessments under 
one number. 

It will be observed that a demand for the half of the rata payable by 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue must be sent to the surveyor of taxes 
for the district. In parishes in which a prescribed form of demand note 
is required to be used that form should be used for the purpose, and it 
should be modified and filled up in the manner described below. In 
parishes in which the use of a prescribed form is not obligatory, the board 
suggest that the demand should be made in a similar manner, though the 
form need not be printed. 

The board think that in the demand note to be sent to the surveyor of 
taxes the assessment should be de:cribed in the same manner as in the 
column of the rate-book headed ‘‘ Description of Property,’’ the name of 
the benefice being shewn, and that the fall amount of the rate assessed 
should be entered, while at the foot of the demand note the moiety of the 
rate payable by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue should be shewn 
separately. The demand note may be sent by post to the surveyor of 
taxes. 

In the demand note to be served on the owner of tithe rent-charge, the 
Board think it will be convenient that the moiety of the rate payable by 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue should be shewn as a deduction, 
and the total amount payable by the owner be shewn below this. 

A form of rate-book and specimens of the two forms of demand note, 
shewing how the modifications which are suggested can be made in 
manuscript on the printed forms, are appended to this letter. 

Similar modifications to those indicated in the form of demand note to 
be served on the owner of the tithe rent-charge should be made in the 
forms of receipt and counterfoil, relating to sums received from him. 

It is understood that the demand notes, when received by the surveyors 
of taxes, will, after investigation by them, be referred to the collectors of 
Inland Revenue, by whom the payments will be made to the collectors of 
rates on behalf of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. Forms for the 
receipts to be given by the collectors of rates will be forwarded by the 
collectors of Inland Revenue when the payments are made. It will conse- 
quently not be necessary to give receipts from the rate receipt check books 
for these payments. 

The board assent to such departures from tkeir regulations relating to 
rate receipt check books and demand notes as may be necessary t> give 
effect to the modifications indicated in this letter. 

In the Act, and in the foregoing observations, the term “collectors of 
rates” will be ucderstood as meaning the persons by whom the rates are 
actually collected, whether overseers, assistant overseers, collectors of poor 
rates, or any other such persons. 

I am, Gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
e 8. B. Provis, Secretary. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
D1ssoLUTIONs. 


ArcutpaLp Hannury, Ronert Arntuur Wuittine, and Cuartes Loru1an 
Nicuotson, solicitors (Hanbury, Whitting, & Nicholson), 62, New Broad- 
street, London. Aug. 5. So far as regards the said Charles Lothian 
Nicholson. 


Percy SHakesrEArE and Acton Joun Catz, solicitors (Percy Shake- 
speare & Cale), 71, Temple-row, Birmingham. July 6. 
(Gazette, Aug. 26. 


GENERAL. 


It is understood, says the Daily News, to be very probable that the space 
on the court floor of the Royal Courts of Justice situate between Chancery 
Court II. and Mr. Justice Stirling’s court, now used as a refreshment 
and luncheon bar, will be utilized for the erection of a new court for the 
additional Chancery judge who is shortly to be app>inted. As the con- 
struction of the new court will necessarily take a considerable time, it is 
understood to be very probable that what is known as the Old Hall, 
Lincoln’s inn, which was in use a few years since as the Chancery Appeal 
Court, will be fitted up as a court for the temporary accommodation of the 
new Chancery judge. 


For twenty-one days, from the 1st inst., the lists of persons liable to serve 
as jurymen in England and Wales will be exhibited on the doors of the 
churches and chapels and other public places of worship over the country. 
These lists are open to public inspection. Unless objection is made to the 
overacers of the various parishes during September by persons who are 
exempt and whose nam‘s appear on the lists, their names will be returned 
to the clerks of the peace, and they will be liable to serve on special and 
common juries for the ensuing year. During the last week of September 
tie justices will hold a petty sessions to correct the lists and to allow the 
notices of objection to the overseers. 


Mr. Horace Smith, says the Zimes, who will in future be one of the 
migistrates adjudicating at the Westminster police-court, took his seat 
on the Clerkenwell bench for the last time on Saturday, the 26th ult. 
Mr. Ricketts, as the senior solicitor practising at the court, expressed the 
regret with which he and his colleagues received the intelligence of his 
wyrship’s transfer to another court. He desired to testify to the unvary- 
ing courtesy, kindness, and consideration which members of the legal 
| -ony had received from Mr. Horace Smith during the ten years he 

ad been at that court. He and his colleagues tendered their farewell 
with regret. Mr. Horace Smith, in reply, said that from solicitors prac- 








tising at the court, from the officials and police inspectors, he had 
received the greatest possible assistance and loyalty. He was extremely 
sorry tc leave the court, and he should always remember the kindness he 
had received at Clerkenwell. 

Mr. Julian Robins, the assistant judge of the City of London Court, 
says the Zimes, decided on the 30th ult. the case of Gordon v. Christy, 
The plaintiff¢, shipowners, Crosby-square, E.C , claimed £18 from the 
defendants, Great Winchester-street, E.C., for damages. The plaintiffs 
brought to this country from abroad a cargo of goods. The defendants 
were the chartcrers and the stevedores as well, and the plaintiffs’ case was 
that, while the defendants’ men were unloading the ship they damaged her 
by doing their work negligently. The defendants were now asked to make 
the damage good. The answer to the claim was that the damage was done 
because the plaintiffs supplied defective gear. This was denied, and the de. 
fendants then submitted that the exemptions in the charter-party excluded 
them from any and every liability. The assistant judge remarked that 
the exceptions in charter-parties were becoming simply frightful. Shippers 
might put their goods on board ships or trains and the owners took no 
trouble at all, not even caring whether they arrived or not at their journey’s 
end. Indeed it was monstrous, and he doubted very much whether they 
were not against public policy. He found that the damage complained of 
by the plantiffs was caused through the negligence and carelessness of the 
defendants and their men, and not by defective gear. On the other hand, 
he was sorry to have to decide that the defendants had freed themselves 
from all liability by reason of the stipulations in the charter-party. There 
must be judgment for the defendants, with costs. He hoped that the 
plantiffs would appeal, and be successful. 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Sept. 7.—Messra. H. E. Foster & Cranrietp, at the Mart, at 2: 
REVERSIONS: An gs bs f 
To One-forty-eighth part of a Trust Fund of £150,000 in Colonial Stock ; ladies 
aged 57 and 72. 
To Teo-thirds of £1,634 in Consols; laly aged 75. Solicitors, Messrs. G. 8. & H, 
Brandon, London. : : 
To £8,500; lady aged 57. Solicitor, J. G. Muddiman, Esq , London. — 
To One-fifth of £2,551; lady aged 56. Also to £500, provided the said lady does 
not re-marry. Solicitors, Messrs, Jarvis & Morgan, King’s Lynn. 
POLICIES : a : 
For £2,509 (see particulars). Solicitors, Taylor, Stileman, & Unde :wood, London. 
For £2,009. 
For £50. Solicitor, A. J. Winter, Esq., Swaffham, Norfolk. 
For £250. Solicitor, Adolphus G. Maskell, Esq., London. 
SHARES. Solicitors, Messrs. Bartlett & Sons, fherborne, Dorset. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page ) - . 

Sept. 7.—Messrs C.C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 2: the Freehold Family Residence, 
Sky Peals, Hale End-road (close to) Highams Park Station, G-E.R.), comprisiag 
about 1} acres. Solicitors, Messrs, Stones, Morris, & Stone, London.—Caterbam, 
Surrey: Five Plots of Freehold Building Land, ripe for operations, frontage 100ft., 
depth 133ft. Solicitors, Messrs. Baddeleys & Co, London.—Sydenham: Leasehold 
Residence, near the station, with good garden; garden £0)ft, long, greenhouses; 
rental value £35 per annum. Solicitors, Me2srs. Stoneham & Sons, London — 
Gravesend, Kent : Leasehold Family Residence, pleasantly situated, and commanding 
a view of river; suitable for school or other purposes requiring spacious accommoda- 
tion; garden 120ft. by 44ft.; rental value, £110 per annum, possession on completion; 
term 3i years. Solicitors, Messrs. Finch & Turner, London.—Hackney, N.E. : Free- 
hold Ground-rents (early reversions) of £5 12s. perannum, and £5 5s ; rever:ionsin 
23 and 27 years. Solicitor, W. H. Dale, Eeq., London.—South Woodford and Leyton: 
Freshold Residents and Ground-rents of £5 and £4 10s. Solicitor, John Ashridge, 

q., London.—Anerley: 172, Anerley-road ; let at £38 per annum. Peckham-rye: 
14 to 24, Cornflower-terrace ; let at £172 188. Old Kent-road: 27, Haymer'e-road; 

let at £45 10s. Hackney: 57, Tudor-road; let at £33. Canning Town: 3and 21 

to 31, Scot-street; let at £185. Wappiag: Nos. 6, 7, 10, 12, and 13, Bird-street ; 

let at £166 83. Solicitors, Messrs. Brighten & Lemon, London —Limehoute: 

A Freehold Investment, producing £44 12s. perannum. Solicitors, Messrs. Gersish 

& Foster, London.— ett-road, Mile-end: Leasehold Dwelling-house. close to 

Burdett-road Station, G.E.R.; let at £25 per annum. Solicitor, E Shalless, Fsq, 

London.—Islington: 69 and 71, Orchard-street, Ballspond-road; lease 20 years; 

ground-rent £1 10s, each. Solicitors, Messrs. H, Thompson & Son, Grantham, (See 

advertisements, this week, pp. 3 and 4.) 








Warnine To rntexpinc House Purcnasers anv Lessers.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary 
Engineering Co. (H. Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, W est. 
minster. Hee quoted on receipt of full particulars. Established 25 
years. Telegrams, ‘‘Sanitation."’—-[Apvr.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarep in CHAaxceRy. 
AYS ? THE Otp Comeany now 1N Liquipation ror Reconstruction) — 
een aS on or before Oct 7, to send their names and addresses, and the 
paiticulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. —_ Wharton Pellitt, 7, Pall Mail, Man- 
chester. Payne & Co, Manchester, solora t» liquidator 7 . 
GesERAL Purroses SynpicaTE (No. 2), Liurrep —Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
11, to send their names esses) with full particulars of their debts or claims, t» 
. Stewart Cole, 6, Old Jew: , . 
eeare Gop tien, Fee fl (1x Liguipation) —Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov 21. to send their names ani addresses, and the pwticulars of theie debts or claims, 
to Louis Charles Alexander, Finsbury House, Blomfield st. Chave & Chaves, Browl st 
avenue, solors to liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
a 


Tawsti-sTReer WesLeyan Sick aNo Buriat Society, Tewell st Wesleyan Schools, Z 
Ordsall lane, Salford, Manchester. Aug 14 
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~ Sept. 2, 1899. 


London fom ede) 
JOINT STOCK 
LimiTep Ouaworer. 
Bsowxe’s Patenz Roreworxs, Limitep—Creditors ar 


Mr. Ernest Wright, 78, Cheapside. 
Bu esers Co, Lunitrp—Creditors are required, on or 
dre:ses, and the 

Carito. Finance Co, 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
Kast Coat Exprroration Co,, Liwrrep—Petn for winding 


ted to be heard before the Vacation Judge Sept 6. Pritch 
oo Notice of appearing must reach the abov: wwe 


Little Trinity ln, solor for petners. 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 5 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug, 25¢ 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Broo, Joun, 8t Gorran, nr St ah, Cornwall, Farmer 
Truro Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 

Brown, WI, Monk waar Durham, Baker 
Sunderland Pet Aug 23 Ord A 

CowarD, JEREMIAH, Troutbeck, Westmorland, Gardener 
Kendal Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 

Davis, Jonn, ~~ oe Jom hog Peterborough Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Dunxico, James, Farnworth with Kearsley, 1 Check- 
weighman Bolton Pet Augi9 Ord Aug 19 

Froyp, ae Savile a. sees Dressmaker High Court 
Pet ug 23 Ord Aug 

Gm, pt AN, ye ton os Stockport, Farmer 8St:ck- 
port Pet Aug 23 Ord’ Aug 23 

Green, Joun Russety ae Marine Engincer 

Pet July 31 Ord Aug 22 

Hawkes, Frepenic Jonny, Handsworth, Setanta 
Birmingham Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

mr a. Wit.iam, Ipswich Ipswich Pet July 25 Ord 

ug 1 

HERBERT, Wu LIAM, meee, Glam, Collier Cardiff Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

He wt ee Harry, emma Cierk Edmonton Pet Aug 

Aug 1 

Jeruy, GeorGeE Samvet, Lower ny rd, Bookseller 
High Court Pet Aug22 Ord Aug 22 

my Henry, po Dorset, Innkeeper Yeovil 

et Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Be. #MAN, Harry, and Henry Kaye, vos York, 
asterers Dewsbury Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

™, ae a — York, Clothier Dewsbury Pet Aug 

any ANIEL, Se, ; sst High Court Pet July5 Ord 
Z ug 2: 3 

Matras, me OHN, yey Salop, Collier Leominster Pet 


Ipswich 


— Salop, Collier 


Aug 21 Ord 
Martin, SamveEt, Cs Leominster 
Pet Aug 21 Ord 
MircHELL, SAMUEL, Frithelstock, Deven, Labourer Barn- 
staple Pet Aug 22 Ord 
Oakes, JoHN Ropert, Burgess oii, Soom, Coal Merchant 
Brighton Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 2 
Parker, Tuomas HeErpert, Soten on + Baker 
Burton on Trent Pet Aug21 Ord Av 
Pe: — Grorce, Halifax Halifax Pet  - 21 Ord 
pam soN, Henky Marwoop, West Ractiqen, Builder 
Sunderland Pet Aug 23 Ord Au 
Pucu, Witt1Am VALEnfTSz, Great Co t. e st, Westminster, 
ye: me Contractor High Court e July 14 Ord 
ug 23 
Rap =~ ry Scarborough Scarborough Pet Aug 22 
ug 22 
Rerp, Tuomas Jackson, West ey ny 1, Innkeeper 
Sunderland Pet Aug 23 Ord A = 
Rers, Daviny Aberavon, Glam, La ee Neath Pet 
ug 21 Ord Aug 21 
Siapg, Francis Herpert, Aylesbury, en, Newsagent 
Aylesbury Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 
Sxare, Freperick Jonny, Bridgnorth, Salop, Castrator 
Madeley Pet Aug 23 oF Aug 
forer, Emma Exizapern, ~ 44 Ladies’ Outfitter 
Brighton Pet Aug 21 ond inp al 
StockwELt, Roperr NATHANIEL, £,dibam, Lanes, Tailor 
Burnley Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 21 
Srraicut, ELIZABETH es ca, Hammersmith High Court 
Pet Aug 21 Ord Au ug 21 
Tarz, Jacos James, Caledonian Hotel, Adelphi, Stran 
1 ee Proprietor High Court’ Pet Aug 22 ond 
ug 
Watton, Tuomas, Wittiam James WaAuToN, and ALYRED 
Wattox, ~ yo Cycle Dealers Blackburn Pet 
ug 21 Ord Aug 21 
Wuirengap, Witi1AM Heyry, bk ye Cambs, Builder 
Peterborough Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 
Amended notice substituted for that -yymemees in 
the London Gazette of Aug 1 
Corrs, Tuomas, Hillesden, Buc! Andry ‘Deaber Pet 
July 27 Ord Aug7 = “ 
FIRST gape 
BramweEvt, Francis, Rid nr Seateatela, Farmer 
Sept 2 at2 Ans i Hotel, Chesterdeld 
Burroy, Wituias Tuomas g Lay? _— Sept 1 


at 12 Off Ree, 40, 8t Mary’s gate, De 

Curistian, Joun BRYAN, Leicester, Oentetionse Sept 1 
at3 Off Ree, 1, paste ae Leicester 

Deyniss, CHartes, New Great Grimsby, Labourer 
Sept 2ati11 Off Ree, is ¢ Pe st, Great Grimsby 

Dovc.as, Witiiam, Acton Sept 4 at 3 Off Rec, 95, 
Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

Dexyico, James, Farnworth with reno eaten 
man’ Sept 1 at 10,30 16, Wood st, Bolto 

Eannsuaw, Hoivey, Halifax, Farmer Sept 4 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Favixngr, Wittiam Henry, Little Stanney, Chester, 
— Sept 1 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Fastgate row, 

e 


BSE TEs. 


mguioed, on or before Tuesday, 


,t d their names and addresses, and the patiealaon of their debts or claims, 
ae Tea W Patey, 42, Finsbury 4, “— for liquidator 


particulars of their debts or claiees, x 
Brodrick, 77, Lowgate, Kingston upon Hull, Holden & Co, ‘null, solors to liquidator 
Lourep—Petn for winding up presented Aug 28, 
to be heard on Sept 6. Pollard, colors for petner. Notive of aprearing must reach the 
the afternoon of Sept 5 


= to send their names 


Frederick Stead Sept 5 


directed 


Mags BY ong ee Au 

& Co, Pain‘ Aug 23 

Star or THE Sa FRIENDLY 
Lancs. Aug 23 











Finpayk, Watter, Littlemore, Oxford Sept 1 at 3 Off 
Rec, Newport, Mon 
Froyp, Viv1N, Savile row, out Dressmaker Sept 5 at 11 


Gittarp, Samvet, Crediton, ‘Baker Sept 14at10.30 Off 
Grover, I a on, eel, ie Sept 2 at 1 
LOVER, ISAIAH, vi r er a 

Angel Hotel, Chesterfield : 


Gms, Wituiam Ernest, Honiton, Grocer Sept 2 at 11.30 


e Exeter 
Hayes, Jane, Knighton, Radnor, Hotel Keeper Sept 6 
at 2.30 2. Offa st, Hereford 
Hooxrway, Witt Am Henry, and Water Gzorce Hoox- 
way, Chudlei Devon, ‘Millers Sept 14 at 10.45 Off 
13, Bedfi a “Exeter 
Hucuss, rams, Wrexham, Tailor Sept1 at3 The 
iory, Wre: 
Kine, James Artuur, Paignton, Devon, Insurance Agent 
Sept 1 at 12.30 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 
Kyow es, Grorce G, Haverstock Sept 4 at 12 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mamtave, Martin ‘Bramhall, Cheshire, Cloth Merchant 
owe at 11 “Of Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, 

eee JAMES, a Builder Sept 1 at 11 6, 

thenzeum ter, 
Mates, WILLIAM ioe ARD, Dien Gare Builder’s Foreman 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy 

MEAKIN, 4 Tuomas, "Bearley, D ‘Deibys, ee 
Keeper Sept 2 at 1.30 = 

Mitts, ALFRED, gsland rd Sept 4 een li _y = 
bidgs, Carey st 

Ooms, Joux, Nottingham, Joiner Septiat12 County 
Court house, St Peter’s gate, Ni 

Pgarson, GrorGe, Halifax Sept4dat4 Off Rec, Townhall 
hi Halifax 


chm! 
Pena s James, Gateshead, eg Ag lat 12 Off 


Trews 8 ete, Bens 
Raveon ~~, Tow —— hi Scissors a Sept 1 at 
3 In, Sheffield 
Rovkurs Hane, Mag ty Grocer Sept iat 3 Off 
k chmbrs, Batl 


Rec, Ban’ ey 
Guess, Epwix, Abergavenn: J pin, Mason Sept 1 at3 
High st, Merthyr ba 
Gan ere Barwell, Leicesters, ey Manufacturer 
Sept 1 at 12.30 Of Heal Bennie st, Leicester 
SreccGatLt, Epwarp Tuomas, Stamford, ” Lincoln, Boot- 
— * a cheaiael 11.45 Law Coutts, New rd, Peter- 


Tay.or von, een A.rrep, South st, aay sq, Solicitor 
4ati1l Bankru 


Tayvor, Jim, Chesterfi peakreptcy biden Sept 2 rat 12.30 Angel 
H Chesterfield 

Unwin, Tool Manufacturer - Sept 1 at | 
230 Figtree In, Sheffield 

a Blacksmith Sept 


0 
yn Bootmaker Sept 4 at 3 


RED, 
Off Rec, 
Vickery, Joun Gaz, Plymou 
lat 12 6, Athenzeum ter, 
WILKINSON, Sos OsEPH, Wor! 
house, Cockermou 








Amended notice substituted ~ published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 22 : 


Low, Witu14m Pirmay, hn ebay Wilts, Corn Dealer 
Aug 30 at 1 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 
ADJUDICATIONS. | 
a‘ Blackpool, Grocer Preston Pet July 17 
Broom, Teme, Ly Gorran, nr 8t aol, Cornwall, Farmer | 


Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 
Cows ARD, J a Troutbeck~ Westmorland, Gardener 


| 

23 Ord A | 

Davis Sgt y- keetboron i Peterborough Pet | 
| 





Du: ak JAMES, ‘Faraworth with uate, Check weigh- 
man Bolton Augi9 Ord Aug 
Henserr, eas s + area Glam, Cailier Cardiff Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 | 
Jermy, Grorce Samurt, Lower a rd, Bookseller | 
High Court Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Keates, Henry, Sherborne, Dorset, Innkeeper Yeovil ; 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
KircuisemMan, Harry, and Henry et yoy York, 
lasterers Dewsbury Pet A oS: —= 
Lee, ALFRrep,  paiey 8 coand Clo! fer ury Pet 
Aug 22 
Matpas, Joun, sy capphan, Salop, Collier Leominster Pet 
Aug 21 Ord 


om ~y ——e Cegubens, Balop, Collier Leominster 
Pet my be Ord Aur; 21 
eens, AMUEL, Fritl -lsteck, Devon, Labourer Bee 
staple Pet Aug 22 vente ©. 
Pannen, HG, Clifton, Bristol ristol Pet July1 Ord | 
19 


ug 

Parker, Tuomas ere Burton on Trent, Baker | 
Burton on Trent Ord Aug 21 

Ps: on GrorGE, Halifex Halifax Pet Aug 21 Ord 


ug 21 
Prarsox, Henry Manwoon West Hartlepool, Builder | 
Sunderland Pet ug 23 ’ Ord Ang i 
aa ye Fiearbecongh Scarborough Pet Aug 22 | 


NorTHern ACETYLENE GAs AND CARBIDE Co, Ly age 
Oct & to send in their names, of debts 
and p be Sain Sactaen, 7, Cmaens Seadioes ak Anderson, New- 


castle on Tyne, solor 
a a & Le poy Bept 6 id SLs 
of sppensing it 


FRIENDLY 
East Liverroot Frienpty Society, “y i, Daalby a 
Friexpty Assistant Society, King’ 
Homes Tagreron Sick AND end Sooners, Dae . 
Lewes Murvat Assurance Frienpiy Sociery, Yoana yo Arms Inn, Lewes, Sussex, 


ey 


MITED—Petn for winding gouentel As directed to 
ok Sohn st, Bedford row, inf. Notice 
above-named not we isos Gum Go'dock in afternoon of 


Pasbeoke, ba, Liverpool ine 


Ina Tarleton, Lancs Aug 14 


Tontixe Society, The Schools, Seaforth Vale, Seaforth 


Rexep, Tuomas JACKSON, be Innkeeper 
Sunderland Pet Aug 23 Ord I hop 

Suort, Witi1am Harry, Walsall, 2 Manufacturer 
Walsall Pet A 


16 “Bridguor 

4 vam Salop, Castrator 

Soper, Emma E.izaBETH, Ladies’ Outfitter 
ton Pet Aug 21 Ord A’ 


Srraicat, ExizasetH Repecca , High 

8 hye RE Ang 21, Ord Aug at Tyne, Builder 
HUR, 

TO Neweastle on Tyne Pet July 18 Ord. et Aug 2 

Tuomas, WaLTeR MEREDYTH, St George’s sq 


Pet June 28 % 

Vernon, James Henny, Highgate Court Pet June 22 
Ord Aug 19 

Watrtoy, Tuomas, WiLL1AM James Warton, and ALrrep 
Watton, Cycle Dealers Blackburn Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 

Wetssy, Arrnur Joann, Bristol, Auctioneer Bristol Pet 
Aug9 Ord Aug 19 

Wuaiteneap, Witt1AM Henry, Whittlesey, Cambs, Builder 

Peterborough Pet Aug 21 Ord Aug 21 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Lixpyer, Atice Louisa, Whitby Heath, Ellesmere Pont, 
Widow Birkenhead Adjud Oct 26, 1897 
Annul Aug 22, 1899 


Snare, FREDERICK 
Aug 23 Ord 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Aug. 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
yong Lower Weston, am, 
ge t Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
ADAMSON, <yomy Hessle, York, Groom Kingston upon 
Hull Pet Aug 26 Ord A 


Barcuam, Rosert Samvk, “Korth W. Walsham, Norfolk, 
Veterinary Surgeon Norwich Pet Aug 2% Ord 


Aug 26 
Barses & Co, H, York, Drapers York PetAvuglil Ord 
Canis Jor, Sheffield, Draper Sheffield Pet Aug 25 Ord 
u 
Wim, Mile En 


Pet Aug 
Ciark, Corvetivus, 8t 
Hastings 


ABRAHAM, ay in 


nt 


is 
CavusBy, 
Court 





ug 
Daw: —_ Joserx, Josepn Dawkrys, jun, and WitLiAm 
am) Shoe Manufacturers Northam 
Aug 26 
Hop Growers! Provider 
Gorr, Jamas, Ly Devon, 
Cuem Guaturs ) a Coal Merchant Wrexham 
Bromwich Pet Aug 24 Ord A 
Aug 23 Ord A’ 


Builders ft Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 23 
ug 
Facer, Witi1aM — 2 James Wuirts, North- 
pton Pet Aug 
25 Ord Aug 25 
Friezer, Soromoy, Stoke wine Ge Manufacturer 
on p anny Pet Ord A 
DWIN, JoHN, Ledbury, > Seema 
Worces:er’ Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Exeter Pet 
Aug 23 Ord Aug 
GRANT, ay as Toksahouse bldgs High Court Pet Aug 
25 Ord Aug 25 
0 Ord Aug 
H Rm. A LIAM _, West ~~ fo Baker West 
Haynes, Ervest Trvsiey, Bicusno Hann ar Wate, and 
peste’ Borrey, ae a Sinkers Birming- 
Howanrp, CHaBes, and Waeren 3 James Suarre, Sutton at 
Hi nr rd, Drapers Rochester Pet Aug 11 


Ord Aug 24 
JosBiNs, 7 ee Wigan, Builder Portsmouth Pet 
Aug2% Ord A 


ae a a lam, Butcher Pontypridd Pet Aug 
Aug 21 
Kerrwer, 8x: yee ae > Doubem, Suffolk, Grocer 
Aug 26 
Lest’ THomas, a James ALLEN Sentetie Wis, 
“Builders Tunbridge Wells Pet Aug High Cont 
Magurrk, AtrrEp Tomas Witsoy, Bow rd 
Pet Aug 28 Ord 
N James, Pon! 
id Pet Aug5 Ora’ Aug 18 
Priancx, Harry Seay, Fulham, Dentist High Court Pet 
A’ Ord Aug 23 


ug 23 ug 
Sn, ;Mary >. Lyme Regis, Dorset, Miller 
Exeter Pet A Col Bs 25 
Leak fleet, Kent, Electrical 
Pet hug 35 = 
<-> an hey Glam, Stationer ntypridd 


Tuas, Henry 

| Trownnipce, , & ay Streatham, Civil Servant 
High Court Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Warp, Akgraur 


James, Wolverhampton, Licensed 
Victualler Wolverhampton Pet Aug24 Ord Aug 24 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of reer 


ten - >: Wituan Te a eee 
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FIRST MEETINGS. 
bey her Coieiee James, Blandford, Dorsets, Coal Merchant 
Bacon’ do ex, Bt Gorman, St. at re, Sept 6 
‘OHN, nr ‘armer 
at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 9 
—_ Wiu11m, Mile End, Insurance Agent Sept 5 


bldgs, Saeey 
Davis, Jonny. Sept 22at1145 Law 
, New rd, Femberongh. 
Exsz, JosEPn, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer 
Sept 5 at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, 8t Paul’s sq, Bedford 
Gator, W H, Shirley, nr Southampton, Builder Sept 5 
at 12.30 Off Rec, Endless st, Seltaty 
Goatizy, Atszrt Epwarp, Thornton Heath, Surrey, 
Builder Sept 5 at 1230 24, Railway app, London 


Gorr, James, Kentisbeare, Devons,Mason Sept 14 at 10.30 
Off Reo, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

GomersaLt, James France, Croydon, Commission Agent 
Sept 5at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Hopesrts, J F, — Brompton pt 7 at 12 eabreptey 


Howipsworrs, Bax Harrison, and Harry FLercuer, 
chr Batley Tailors £ept5at3 Off Rec, Bank 


Hots eed Aupert, Putney, Florist Sept 6 at 12 
2%, Railway app, London Brid ¢ 
Hows ARD, CHARLES, and Water Jamxs Surps, Sutton at 
Hone, nr Dartford Sept 6 at 1130 115, High st, 
Rochester 


Huryewt, Harry, Tottenham, Accounts Clerk Sept 7 at 3 
Of 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

James, Artuur, Canton, Cardiff, Railmaker Sept 7 at 3 
117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

1. St James's st Sept 6 ati2 Bankruptcy 

dgs, Carey st 

Mveritt, Wit114m, Watford, Diaper Sept 7at 12 Room 
221, T brs, Temple ay 

Oaxzs, Joun Ropert, Burgess Hill, Sussex, Coal Merchant 
Sept 6at12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Rarer, CHARLES, Scarborough Sept 6 at 3 Off Rec, 74, 
Newborough, Scarborough 

Rezs, Pare, a, Glams, meng Sept 7 at 11.30 

Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, ‘Swan 

Ricuarpsoy, Epw ty, Great Marlow, J Jowelles Sept 6 ab 12 
1, St Aldate’s Oxford 

Rowe ton bee Scarborough, Butcher Sept 6 at 11.30 

Newhboro Scarboroug 
Born Eva ere righton, Ladies’ Outfitter Sept 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

PT Mt Resecoa, Hammersmith Sept 7 at 
12 kruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tare, Jacos J ae Adelphi, Strand, Restaurant Proprietor 

Sept 6 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Tang, o— Wituiam, Northtleet, Kent, ‘aoe 

Sept6at12 115, High st, Rocheste: 

‘Wanrpiz, big a ead, Boot “yal Sept 5at 12 
Off Mosley st, Newcastle 6n 

Wurreneaa, ¥ Wriu1am Hesry, Whittlesey, Cambs, Builder 

Sept 22 at 11.45 Law Courts, New rd, Pow whan 


ADJUDICATIONS. | 


Apamsox, Bexsamix, Heesle, York, Groom Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 26 
—— Rosert —_ =. a es omy 
eterinary Surgeon Norwi et rd Aug 26 
Ben, Saas, Bret stol, Baker Bristol Peas Aug 15 Ord 


cui Sor Sheffieli, Draper Sheffield Pet Aug 25 Ord 


25 
Cavussy, Wiiu1au, Mile End, Insurance Agent High 
Aug 24 Ord Aug 25 
Coox, Gzorcz Rosert, + Builder Canterbury 
Pet July 22 Ord Aug 26 
Dawkins, Joseru, Josera Dawkins, jun, and Witiiam 
THUR gee, D h, Northamptons, 
orthampton Pet Aug 76 Ord Aug 26 
Joseru, — Bedford, ad Hat Manufacturer 
ton Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 25 
Facer, Wri.1as, and Josav oe ke Wurtz, Northampton, 
Shoe Manufact 


k lacturers pton Pet Aug 25 Ord 
rot Tv1Ax, Bavile pas Court Dreesmaker High Court 
Pet 23 Ord A im Sg 
Faizzer, SoLomoyx, Stoke N 
Bigh Court 


cop Manufacturer 


Pet Aug 3 Aug 26 
Gitt, Joxatuax, Adswood, nr eteet, Farmer Stcck- 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 


port 
Goatizy, AtszrtT Epw ape, wae Heath, Surrey, 
Builder Croydon giz Ord Aug 22 
Gopwix, Jous, Ledbury, Gerefond 
Worcester Pet A 


srestiy printed in HARE CERFIFICATES, D 


BIRKBECK BANK, 





1, Hop Growers’ Provider 
Aug 26 Aug 26 
Gorr, James, » Devons, Maso Exeter Pet | 
23 Ord Aug 23 
Joux, Handsworth, Cycle Manu- 
Birmingham Pet Avg 22 red Aug 23 
pe, Ss Hazey, = Accounts Clerk Edmonton 


ug 24 
Joxzs, Jonx Porte das, Butcher Pontypridd Pet Au 
~ “4 Ord ‘Ang 21 ypr B | 
East ——— Suffolk, Pete, 


Hawkes, Frepveeic 
facturer 


Keggincz, pa ea K, 
Ipswich Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 26 | 
Macvise, Atraep Tuomas Witsox, Bowrd High Court | 
Avg 23 Ord Aug 23 } 
Manstasp, Mantix, Bra Cheshire, Grey Cloth | 
- pe daly 3 Ord Aug 26 


Noziz, Jaurs Pet ug 5” 0 lam, Tenty Goods Dealer 


Oaxzs, Joux Hoverr, 

Priascx, Se eB High Court 8, 

_— AVID, Aberavon, Glam, Labourer Neath Pet Aug | | 

a 5" Buss, Piet st, Journalist High Court Pet 

Taine,” Hersey gaol Northficet, Kent, Electrical 
Engineer Rochester bet 


Sussex, Coal 


'A Aug 2% Ord Aug 2 


Trowsripce, Epwarp me re Civil Servant 
High Court Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 2 
Watney. Josuva CuHarres, , Manchester, Estate Agent 
Manchester Pet July 13° Ord Aug 24 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ASA ‘MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whsle of th 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c 





BOBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars 
Olerks, and Olerke of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. ; 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1898. 


ei Rae ohaRreN 


uisite under the above Acts on the 
Every req ¢ supplied 


Towr 








mo BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF AEE ATION 


CHEQUES, os engraved and OFFICLAT 
SEALS designed and executed. No Bharect for Sketche 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeants’ -inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
ESTABLISHED 1861. (ok 








Southa mpton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


INVESTED FUNDS - « -« Seaosn,eee. 
Number ef Accounts, 





TW0O-AND-A-HALF per CENT. allowed 
on WO ooo yable on demand. 
TWO on CURRENT ACCOUNTS, on the 


minimum ® monthly balance, when not a below £100. 
STOCKS, SHARES, and ANNUITIES purchased and 
sold for customers, 


SAVINGS DEPA. DEPARTMENT. 
Small Deposits received, andInterest allowed monthly on 
each completed £1. 
. The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with particulars, post 
ree, 


FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 


Telephone No. 5, Hotzoxy. 
Telegraphic Address: ** Biaxseox, Loxpox.”’ 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER. =: 





PARTRIDGE & COOPER 


BRIEF BAGS FROM 
7/6 EACH 
FLEET S? & CHANCERY LANE | 





SOLICITORS’ BRIEF BAGS. 


BEST QUALITY. HAND SEWN. 


LONDON MADE. 


These Bags are specially Strong and 
Capacious for Solicitors’ Use. 


ROYAL COURTS STATIONERY WAREHOUSE, 





191 & 192, Fleet-street; 1 & 2, Chancery-lane, London, . Cc. 


ae lech OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS, 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
BR. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 
Medical Superintendent, 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS’ 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST, MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 


For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. Terms, 
2} to 4 Guineas. Billiards, Tennis, Workshop, &c. 
Apply to Resident Medical Superintendent, 
A. Ee NEALE, Mz B., B. 8. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: J. ag NEALE, M.B., 
M.RB.C.P. Lond. Principal : H. M. RILEY, ‘Assoc. Soe. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 

and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. é 


INEBRIETY. 


PROSPECT HILL RETREAT 
(FOR LADIES), 
STRETFORD, near MANCHESTER, 
Licensed under the Inebriates Act. 

Terms: 13 to 8 Guineas PER WEEK. 

Applications to Tur Licensxa, 














INEBRIETY. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Dz. J. M. HOBSON can recaive a few Ladies under his 
personal care. Home life, with every facility for con- 
genial work and recrea*ion. 
Address : 


Glendalough, Morland Road, Croydon. 


Special Advantages te Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL insurance ‘company 
uurrep, FIRE. 


Established 1803. 
1, Old Becnd-cteee, E.C., = Pa Mall, 8 W., and 47, 
¥ ’ 








Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds over £1,500,000. 
E. COZENS SMITH, General Manager. 


A Tar Cocoa. 


EPPS'S 


The choicest roasted nibs of the natural Cocoa on being 
subjected to powerful hydraulic pressure give forth their 
excess of oil, leaving for use a Seay avoured powder— 
a product which, when iling water, has the 
=a of tea, of which it isnow, with many, beneficially 

the place. Its active principle being a gentle nerve 

pm be = the needed energy without unduly 
= stem. R. whe dy in labelled Tins. If unable 
tof a tin will be sent post-free 





to obtain it 0 yore teat 
for 9 stamps.— JAMES EPPS & CO., LTD., Homeopathic 
Chemists, London. 


COCOA 


ESSENCE | 


BRAND & CO.S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND. & 0O., LTD. W., & MAYPAIE 
WORKS, ' VAURHALLS on, 3°, 
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